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Abstract
The Mosquitia ecosystem of Honduras occupies the fulcrum between the American conti-
nents and as such constitutes a critical region for understanding past patterns of socio-polit-
ical development and interaction. Heavy vegetation, rugged topography, and remoteness
have limited scientific investigation. This paper presents prehistoric patterns of settlement
and landuse for a critical valley within the Mosquitia derived from airborne LiDAR scanning
and field investigation. We show that (i) though today the valley is a wilderness it was
densely inhabited in the past; (ii) that this population was organized into a three-tiered sys-
tem composed of 19 settlements dominated by a city; and, (iii) that this occupation was
embedded within a human engineered landscape. We also add to a growing body of litera-
ture that demonstrates the utility of LiDAR as means for rapid cultural assessments in
undocumented regions for analysis and conservation. Our ultimate hope is for our work to
promote protections to safeguard the unique and critically endangered Mosquitia ecosys-
tem and other similar areas in need of preservation.
Introduction
There is increasing evidence that tropical forest ecosystems in the Americas resulted from
long-term trajectories of coupled human-environment systems involving urbanism and land-
scape engineering though in most areas the scale, timing, and intensity of ancient human
impacts remains unknown [1–6]. Such an understanding is critical for a better understanding
of diachronic socionatural legacies [7,8] to address questions of broad social importance such
as better defining the Anthropocene [9–14] and to create baseline data for climate change sci-
ence [15]. In archaeology one important element toward understanding ancient urbanism are
data detailing the distribution and function of settlements across a region [16–28] and how
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those settlements relate to the broader landscape [29–32]. Ancient patterns of settlement and
land use in tropical regions are critical lacunae to understanding past settlement patterning
because such data are challenging to acquire in dense vegetation cover. Here we report on
unique research that used field verified LiDAR data to inventory the distribution of settlements
in a remote river valley located near the Río Plátano Biosphere Reserve of Honduras (Fig 1)
[33–36]. Though some of the earliest archaeology in the Americas comes from this area
[37,38], little sustained archaeological research has been undertaken because the heavy vegeta-
tion cover, remoteness, and risk of tropical diseases makes traditional techniques impractical.
Thus critical questions remain concerning the organization, intensity, and extent of this
ancient occupation. How densely settled was the region prior to European contact? What was
the spatial nature of these settlements? How did this occupation impact the Mosquitia
Environment?
We show that our study region, designated here as the Valle de la Fortaleza [Fortaleza], was
occupied by a network of 19 settlements organized in a three-tiered hierarchy, including one
that we characterize as a city which we call la Ciudad del Jaguar [Jaguar]. This means that
though today the valley is a tropical wilderness, in the past it was a densely settled region. This
population was supported by an engineered landscape designed to maximize food production
and stabilize the environment through a network of terraces and water control features. We
also show that the size-distribution of valley settlements is suggestive of a pattern whereby a
primary site comes to dominate a region as a result of external socio-political pressure. These
include several possibilities such as those related to synoikism, Maya migrants from the Classic
period ‘collapse’ [39–43], or the influence of potential paramount chiefdoms like those men-
tioned by Spanish chroniclers in the sixteenth century [44–47].
The Mosquitia extends across Honduras and Nicaragua and is often called Central Ameri-
ca’s little Amazon because the multilevel rainforest and associated ecosystem mimics that of
South America and the region is important for assessing the impacts of global climate [48,49].
The region is considered important global patrimony and contains unique and endangered
species along with national and international protections, including a UNESCOWorld Heri-
tage and biosphere designation (Río Plátano Biosphere Reserve), with the region currently clas-
sified as threatened [50,51].
Our study region encompasses the Valle de la Fortaleza, a small (26 km2) basin near the Río
Plátano biosphere (Fig 1). No toponyms are known for this area from maps, indigenous
accounts, official records, or the published literature. Forteleza constitutes one of the drainages
that form the headwaters of the Río Pao and is surrounded by a large ring of mountains making
it naturally fortified. Two unnamed drainages dissect the valley along the cardinal directions
and can be forded but are not navigable. The valley contains thin tropical soils in upland areas
that give way to alluvial systems on the valley bottom [52,53].
Vegetation is a mix of tropical riparian areas [54] with a mature multi-level rain forest on
the uplands [50,55]. The valley supports large populations of fauna including various monkeys
(Cebidae alouatta; Cebidae ateles), jaguars (Panthera onca), peccary (Tayassu pecari), and
endangered birds (Ara macao; Amazilia luciae; Procnias tricarunculatus) [56–58]. Today the
valley is free from roads, farms, and deforestation, but it is threatened by human encroachment
and related deforestation less than 20 km away.
Historically NE Honduras is defined as a culturally diverse area between Trujillo and the
Río Plátano, including the Bay Islands [59–65]. While eastern parts of the Mosquitia—includ-
ing our study area—have seen limited scientific research, a rough chronology can be con-
structed from adjacent work. Recent outlines of previous archaeological work in NE Honduras
along with a broad regional summary can be found in Begley [66]) and Cuddy [45]. The earliest
occupation occurred during the Cuyamel (1200 BC–AD 600-Period IVb), but the first
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definitive occupation in the area was during the Selín phase (600 BC–AD 1000-Period IVb),
which is thought to mark the advent of social complexity with large planned sites, ballcourts,
and a Mosquitia plaza tradition [45]. The Transitional Selín marks the end of the Mesoameri-
can Classic period and the collapse of adjacent Maya political and economic systems. Regional
alliances seem to follow a broader pattern linked to coastal trade with cultural connections to
the Gran Nicoya of Costa Rica and the coast, and the adoption of external symbols of power,
Fig 1. The location of the Valle de la Fortaleza within Central America (inset) and the distribution of prehistoric settlements within the
valley superimposed over the Mosquitia region. Settlement extent is shown in red along with an identifier. Settlement numbers were assigned
based on a 250 m. grid (fishnet) laid across the area of LiDAR coverage. Solid red line denotes the Valley watershed. All data shown superimposed
over the sum of a 16 angle composite hillshade draped on a color shaded NASA SRTMDSMwith a resolution of 1 m/pixel.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890.g001
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such as the large grinding stones or seats (metates). The Cocal phase (AD 1000 –AD 1500+)
spans the Mesoamerican Postclassic and is represented by the sites of Wankibilia, Las Crucitas
de Aner, and Río Claro [47,67]. During the latter portion of this phase, parts of the region may
have been dominated by the historically documented Taguzgalpa polity [44,61,63].
Materials and Methods
Remote sensing techniques have become increasingly common [68–70], especially in areas that
are impossible to survey using traditional ‘boots on the ground’ techniques [26]. High resolu-
tion airborne mapping LiDAR has recently been applied to archaeological remains in the tem-
perate and neotropical zones of the Americas with dramatic results [33,71–80], though the
resulting data is more commonly used for much broader studies [81–85]. Indeed Chase et al.
[69] have even termed the application of LiDAR to Mesoamerican archaeology a ‘paradigm
shift’.
Through LiDAR scanning a grid of infrared beams is painted onto a landscape and the
returns calculated to create a 3 dimensional matrix. The resulting point cloud can then be fil-
tered using computer software to ‘turn off’ sections of the data to highlight features of interest–
which may be the ground surface, different levels of vegetation, or other features. These filtered
results are most often turned into other 2D+ and 3D products and visualizations such as DEM/
DTM/DSM’s, contour maps, hillshades, and other analytic datasets [74]. The resolution of
these products is variable and depends on the vegetation, number of passes, quality of the
instrument, and many other factors. Importantly these point clouds do not degrade like a pho-
tograph but instead persist as a digital database that can be analyzed in the future with increas-
ingly sophisticated analytic tools.
Datasets created from LiDAR are not synonymous with archaeological data created during
full coverage survey because point cloud-based data reveal a landscape totality rather than a
sampled universe. And full-coverage survey data are sampled in that not all of the human gen-
erated features on a landscape can be feasibly recorded. This means that the investigators have
made decisions concerning exactly what and how anthropogenic features should be recorded.
In contrast LiDAR reveals the totality of the landscape including architecture but also environ-
mental engineering such as terraces, canals, fields, roads, and other human generated imprints.
Of course LiDAR must be field-verified meaning that this new scanning technology is not a
substitute for ‘boots on the ground’.
LiDAR scanning results in large datasets representing millions of points over large areal
scales that are just beginning to revolutionize not only the way that data is collected but impor-
tantly the way that archaeological sites and landscapes are analyzed and conserved. This means
that point cloud data represent a universe of human generated landscape change that can
include sites but also the spaces between [86]. In this sense the advent of ‘big data’ to the study
of the past means that archaeology has finally entered its own ‘age of discovery’. It also allows
the conservation of archaeological resources in unique ways that can potentially revolutionize
our understanding of the past.
The remoteness of the study region presented unique technical and logistical challenges that
were overcome using airborne mapping LiDAR technology, which provides the highest resolu-
tion topographical data possible including under thick forest canopy, and has been proven
effective to map ancient settlements [87]. All necessary permits were obtained for the described
study, which complied with relevant regulations, including those of the Instituto Hondureño
de Antropología e Historia (IHAH). Permits for this work were secured by the IHAH in accor-
dance with Honduran law. Secure locations were identified to install and maintain continually
operating Global Positioning System (GPS) base stations within 100 kilometers of the project
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mapping areas and along the trajectory of the aircraft. These baseline distances were critical for
compiling precise aircraft trajectories for LiDAR data accuracy. As shown in Fig 2, three GPS
base stations were deployed starting at the operational base near the airport in Roatán (Bay
Islands), a second near the ocean/land interface near Trujillo (Colón), and a third near Dulce
Nombre de Culmi (Olancho) close to the study areas. This allowed for precise aircraft trajec-
tory determination along the entire flight path.
To ensure to proper representation of the ground surface underneath the forest canopy that
allows for an unambiguous identification of potential cultural elevation anomalies a custom-
ized flight plan and system configuration were designed. These plans and configurations are
aimed at maximizing the sampling density (laser pulse repetition frequency) while maintaining
sufficient pulse energy so that the laser energy can propagate on it two-way path through the
thick tropical canopy. Fig 3 presents a histogram of LiDAR return heights above the local
ground synthesized from all returns from a 250 m x 250 m square located near one of the iden-
tified archaeological sites. The histogram is a representation of canopy structure and density
Fig 2. Map of the greater Mosquitia Biosphere showing the LiDAR area of interest and GPS reference stations.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890.g002
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for the areas mapped, and shows that the canopy of the rainforest typically consists of multiple
levels. The tallest trees extend to a maximum height of 52 m above the ground while the maxi-
mum canopy density is reached at about 25 m above the ground. There is also a significant
lower, very dense layer of vegetation from 10 m down to about 2 m above ground. For the par-
ticular area used to generate Fig 3, only 1.5% of all the detected returns were classified as corre-
sponding to the ground. This low percentage of ground returns as compared to the total
number of returns indicate the high closure and density of the tropical canopy and illustrates
the need for careful designed flight plan and system configuration to obtain the highest number
of ground returns possible.
Fig 3. Histogram of forest canopy returns from a 250m x 250 m sample. The histogram shows the
relative occurrence of canopy returns with respect to their height above the modeled ground (DTM). It also
shows for each height-above-ground bin the relative distribution of first, second, third, and last returns of each
laser pulse.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890.g003
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A previous exploratory project employed spaceborne Synthetic Aperture Radar (SAR) to
penetrate the canopy in the Mosquitia region, obtaining some degree of success [88]. The
results obtained were relatively low-resolution pixilated images that did not provide unambigu-
ous indications of archaeological features. To maximize the possibility of obtaining ground
returns through the thick canopy and to provide unambiguous images, the LiDAR sensor was
configured and flight plans were designed to scan every square meter of the rainforest from
four different angles, achieving multi-pass full surface illumination.
The flight plans were based on nominal flying heights of 600 m above ground level (AGL)
and a ground speed of 60 m/sec. The LiDAR unit was configured so that the laser fired at 125
kHz with a divergence of 0.8 mrad (0.48 m footprint diameter). Higher laser pulse repetition
frequencies (PRF) were also tested in an attempt to achieve higher shot densities, but the reduc-
tion in energy per pulse at the higher laser pulse rates, resulted in fewer detectable returns from
the ground surface. The scanning was performed at ±15° and 60 Hz. The final operating
parameters resulted in a minimum shot density of 25 shots/m², with multiple detected returns
per laser shot
Based on the system configuration and the available time and budget, it was decided to map
three remote river valleys within a 3000 km² section of the Mosquitia region, shown as a red
polygon in Fig 2. Only one of these (T1 –the Valle de la Fortaleza) is discussed here. Great care
was taken to select potential scanning zones so that a complete drainage system was included.
In this sense, though we did not know if archaeological remains would be present in the
scanned areas, a complete archaeological region was selected. It was our hope that by extension
this would enable us to elucidate a complete, internally differentiated human settlement system
that could potentially yield much information about cultural systems in the region.
Prior to the LiDAR flights, 60 cm resolution multi-spectral satellite images (Digital Globe)
obtained in the visible and near infrared ranges were digitally combined in several band ratios
and analyzed using vegetation indices, decorrelation stretching, and anomaly detection. This
manipulation highlights areas with spectral anomalies which can be the result of archaeological
features affecting the spectral characteristics of the overlying vegetation [89]. The data obtained
from this image processing was used to aid in the identification of potential anomalies within
the areas of interest and to prioritize the flights. The comparison of the results obtained from
the satellite imagery analysis and the LiDAR are beyond the scope of this paper, however it is
important to establish that the different methodologies highlight different types of signatures.
The imagery analysis might revel spectral anomalies while the lidar revela elevation anomalies,
that might or not be spatially or culturally correlated.
Over a two-week period, seven flights were executed totaling 32.1 hours and 8.4 hours of
Laser-On-Time, with a total of 3.5 billion laser pulses fired over a combined area of 122.8 km².
Of the shots fired, only 2.9 billion were processed (mainly due to cutoff at the edge of the swath
to reduce scan edge artifacts), yielding a total of 4.5 billion returns, where only 87 million
(1.9% of returns) were classified as ground returns using the algorithm described by Axelsson
[90]. From the filtered ground returns, bare-earth digital elevation models (DSMs) were gener-
ated from which different types of shaded relief and other products were generated. In addi-
tion, contour maps were created from the filtered point cloud data at a number of resolutions.
The LiDAR work netted products with a DSM that had a minimum pixel size of 1 meter and a
minimum contour interval of 25 cm with 90% confidence. This means that we can identify
anomalies on the ground larger than 1 m on a side and over 50 cm in height. Through the
ground verification efforts we were able to identify smaller features but given that the average
roofed area of a house in Mesoamerica is 62 m2 [91] we feel that the majority of activity areas
can be identified. There are however circumstances that can limit this detection; for further dis-
cussion see [35].
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All of these data were input into an ESRI geodatabase and Informed by our previous survey
and LiDAR work in Mexico [87, 92–95], we were able to create a simple archaeological typol-
ogy and correlating data dictionary. For the Honduras work we used a simplified architectural
and topological typology based on general categories that we identified in previous examina-
tions of the LiDAR data. Given the lack of baseline data for the architecture of the region, these
characterizations are based mostly on morphology as described in Table 1. It should be noted
that an additional category of ‘cultural unknown’ was used for features that look anomalous
but did not conform to the typology and that need to be confirmed on the ground in the future.
To aid in the labeling and identification of archaeological sites, a 250 X 250 m grid (fishnet)
was laid over the entire valley and numbered sequentially starting in the southwest corner of
the scanned area. All sites and archaeological features were given a unique identifier that
Table 1. Simplified architectural and landscape typology used in this study. In the ESRI Geodatabase
each category corresponds to a shapefile which then forms the basis for a data dictionary used in the hand-
held Trimble GPS units.
Category Title Description Number
identified
ActiveStream Denotes the active, year-round, stream channel as
determined from aerial photos, LiDAR data, and field
observation.
Canal unk (Canal not
possible to field check)
These are likely a mix of prehistoric canals with some relict
stream channels. The location, distribution, and
relationship between these features point to a cultural
origin. Unfortunately due to the heavy cover and landscape
position, we were not able to see these features in the field.
Many of these features are positioned in the appropriate
place for irrigation. For example, an ideal place for a feeder
canal is on the outside of a curve at the edge of the
floodplain. The linear patterning that is perpendicular to the
stream direction is especially suspicious.
300
Hydrology Denotes arroyos or barrancas that are seasonally active.
Many of these seasonal streams post-date site
abandonment as they cut across cultural features.
Terrace area These colored zones represent areas of terraces that are
too indistinct or damaged to map individually. They can
represent both habitation zones (wider terraces) and




These features denote areas that are likely cultural in origin
but will need to be field-checked in the future.
78
Erosion Usually attached or associated with ‘Hydrology,’ these
areas mark zones of significant erosion. Much of the
erosion cuts through cultural zones and features meaning
that it post-dates site abandonment.
Terraces Here we denote areas of obvious terracing or in some
instances platforms. Most of these features are wide (>2 m)
and so are most likely are associated with residential zones
or connective areas of the site.
200
Plaza These areas represent large, flat, prepared spaces usually
flanked by mounds or other cultural features.
45
Edificios Edificios (buildings) are defined by one or more
foundational elements visible on the surface. At la Ciudad
del Jaguar these occur as linear arrangements of rock and
rubble less than 30 cm in height. Some of these features
are visible in LiDAR visualizations but the course ‘sieve’
size of the DSMmakes interpretation difficult.
48
Mounds A raised earthen platform minimally 50 cm in height and
starting at 1 m in width.
205
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890.t001
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started with this grid number. Using a combination of ESRI ArcScene (3d) and ArcGIS (2d+),
data from the geodatabase was systematically examined for mounded architecture within each
grid square. Based on the architectural typology presented in Table 1, identified features were
digitized and clusters were assigned numbers based on the associated grid square. It should be
noted that some features do not show up in 2D+ products, like contours, but are readily visible
in a true 3D view in ArcScene. All statistics described below were calculated in ArcGis.This
analysis was conducted manually by the investigators in this paper. and each area was visually
inspected at least three times by each investigator.
Informed by the previous LiDAR and GIS analysis, the 2015 ground-truthing effort used a
methodology that combined aspects of full-coverage survey LiDAR scanning and sampling to
document sites within the Valley. We used a targeted sampling strategy to confirm the different
classes of architectural features identified in the initial LiDAR assay, document major mound
groups, and conduct surface collection of artifacts. Using Trimble handheld GPS surveying
instruments with real-time sub-meter accuracy, field teams were able to view their location rel-
ative to LiDAR derived products (such as Hillshades, DEMs, contour maps etc.), along with
annotated shapefiles. Field verification efforts were designed to confirm that cultural features
were present and time investment at each site was minimal. The heavy vegetation cover limited
our ability to conduct surface collection of artifacts and hindered verification work. We esti-
mate that we were able to sample roughly 40% of the features at the main site of Jaguar. Based
on previous LiDAR work in Mexico, we believe that this represents an adequate sample to con-
firm the cultural validity of the sites and architectural features identified during the GIS phase
of the project.
Given the density of vegetation, remoteness of the area, and cost of helicopter time for fur-
ther survey we were not able to field check any of the smaller occupations identified in the ini-
tial assay of the LiDAR data. Deposits such as artifact scatters and those not represented by
anthropogenic topographic change cannot be identified using LiDAR data alone. Likewise the
dense vegetation of the region also means that cultural material is not visible on the surface
and would be missed using traditional methods. Thus, we were able to document zones of
human modified landscape coupled with mounds and other features, but not the total spatial
extent of each occupation.
Archaeological settlement pattern data are by definition incomplete [96,97] and in this
study we were not able to include in this inventory smaller settlements or zones of occupation
that would have contained structures of wattle and daub or other perishable materials not visi-
ble on the surface. Aside from Jaguar, we have no diachronic data about these sites which,
given the dense vegetation cover, would have to come from an intensive program of excavation
as little cultural material is visible on the surface. This means practically that the site areas visi-
ble through LiDAR are much smaller than the actual areas of occupation. Realistically, given
the remoteness of this area, the cost of fieldwork, and archaeological priorities, the sites docu-
mented in this inventory will not be systematically investigated or even visited similar to other
archaeological regions. LiDAR may be the only record of these locations before they are dam-
aged or destroyed through deforestation and associated modern landuse.
Results and Discussion
All of the settlements we identified have one or more rectilinear mounds, composed of earth,
and averaging 30 x 12 m, and 3 m high, along with numerous smaller circular mounds in vari-
ous sizes and shapes, similar to others in NE Honduras [45,47,66,98–100]. These features
appear both singly or in groups, arranged around plazas, and are most often associated with
terraces and other landscape features. When mounds appear in groups, two basic spatial
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patterns were observed, with the most common formed by long linear platforms or embank-
ments that enclose a large plaza in a square pattern which we refer to these as type A Plazas in
our data dictionary (Fig 4). Access to the interior of the plaza comes from entrances at the four
corners. At the site of Jaguar within the valley, stone stairways at the corners of the plaza allow
access to the plaza center which may contain one or more small altars. Foundations for large
buildings mark the tops of the surrounding mounds similar to the sites of Wankibila [65] and
Las Crucitas de Aner [100]. The second spatial pattern is rectangular and anchored by two rec-
tilinear mounds at the ends of a long plaza, which we reference as type B (Fig 5). The best pre-
served example of this pattern from Forteleza shows two small buildings at the top of each
mound. In this configuration the sides of the plaza is most often open and access to the interior
space is much less restricted.
Our data also show that the Valley inhabitants occupied a transformed and humanized
landscape like other areas of the Americas [101]. Terraces are common, along with water con-
trol features that include ponds, canals, and channel diversion earthworks. The most visible
landscape modifications are terraces represented by both narrow agricultural and wide habita-
tion variants with the latter showing evidence of house foundations [102–104]. These are simi-
lar in some respects to low density urbanism systems recently documented for the Maya
Postclassic [105–108]. In our initial investigation we were able to identify roughly 3 square
kilometers of areas covered by anomalies that we feel represent terraced areas along with over
200 features that likely represent large individual terraces. Given the difficulty of seeing such
features in the rugged topography and dynamic Valley environment this is likely a very low
estimate.
The floodplain areas associated with several of the valley sites show large linear mounds
composed of multiple overlapping platforms arranged in tiers topped by the foundations for
structures and cultural debris (Figs 6 and 7). Given the presence of the floodplain settlements
controlling the nature, course, and direction of the perennial drainages, they must have been a
Fig 4. Examples of square plaza configurations (Type A). A) Plaza group from site 955 Jaguar; B) Site 1202. Digitized features are shown over a
composite hillshade view taken from 16 different angles draped on a color shaded DSMwith a resolution of 1 m/pixel. Contour interval is 25 cm. All
visualizations created using high resolution aerial LiDAR.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890.g004
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management priority. Abundant small channels are visible in the LiDAR data, arrayed in a
dendritic pattern, and fastened at the upstream end by feeder canals (Fig 8A). Given their land-
scape position it is highly probably that these features are cultural and for water control but
much future research is needed to confirm this hypothesis.
One reservoir, formed by a small valley perched roughly 20 m above the floodplain, was
identified at Jaguar with an estimated volume of 1422 m³ as calculated in ArcGis (Figs 7 and
8B). Low spots around the exterior of valley were dammed with linear mounds drained by a
sluice at the lowest end. Such features have been documented at Río Negro in [109] and are
common in the Maya region [110] and perhaps related to unpredictable rainfall in the centu-
ries leading to Conquest [40,111].
Fig 5. Example of a rectangular plaza configuration (Type B), taken from site 955 Jaguar.Digitized features are shown over a composite hillshade
view taken from 16 different angles draped on a color shaded DSMwith a resolution of 1 m/pixel. Contour interval is 25 cm. All visualizations created
using high resolution aerial LiDAR.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890.g005
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We identified 19 prehistoric settlements with architecture distributed throughout the Valley
on diverse topographical settings (Fig 1) (S1 Supporting Information). In archaeology settle-
ment systems are commonly characterized in terms of spatial organization and site size to bet-
ter understand organizational relationships [112] and here we undertook such an analysis to
better understand the comparative dynamics of the Forteleza occupation. For all tests con-
ducted we used an area parameter of 26 km2 which represents the watershed area of the Forte-
leza Valley as determined in ESRI ARCGIS using the hydrology toolset on the full sample of 19
settlements identified during the LiDAR analysis.
Our analysis begin by examining relationships between sociopolitical complexity and the
spatial distribution of settlements through a statistical point pattern analysis [113–118]. To
evaluate the amount of clustering present in Forteleza settlements we first calculated the near-
est neighbor statistic which determines the distance from the center of each settlement to that
of the nearest adjacent settlement. The ratio of the mean of the distances compared to the
mean of a set of points from a random distribution yields (R). An R value of 1 indicates a ran-
dom distribution while a value greater than 1 shows a dispersed distribution and a value below
1 indicates clustering [119]. Statistical significance can also be determined (p) with a value
below 0.10 indicating a significant result [118]
For the Forteleza sample of 19 settlements the observed mean distance is 838.6 m while the
expected mean difference is 584.8 m yielding an R ratio of 1.43 indicating that settlements are
dispersed across the Valley rather than clustered (Table 2). A p value of 0.000297 indicates less
Fig 6. Key for Figs 7 and 12–14 showing the locations of the insets for the City of the Jaguar (site 955).
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890.g006
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than a 1% chance that this pattern could be the result of random chance. Removing jaguar
from the analysis reduced the R value slightly to 1.36 with a p value of 0.003284 but did not
change the overall result. Thus this initial analysis shows a lack of hierarchical organization
between settlements as is indicative of a middle range or chiefly society.
The nearest neighbor statistic is one dimensional, however, in that it takes into account only
the single nearest site [120–124] and can skew based on the areal extent of the region examined
(8–12). A more sensitive measure of regional site distribution is Ripley’s K function/Multi-dis-
tance spatial cluster analysis (MDSCA) [125] which shows site clustering or dispersion over set
distances [122–124]. As applied using ESRI ARCGIS MDSCA compares patterning from
within the dataset to a simulated random sample for a measure of dispersion/clustering over
specified distances. Output is illustrated as a scatterplot with distance intervals on the x axis
and average distances on the y axis. Positive deviation from the expected random distribution
Fig 7. Example of a floodplain mound complex and associated upland reservoir (C) at site 955 (la Ciudad del Jaguar)within the Valle de la
Fortaleza (T1). Location of section at the site and a legend are shown in Fig 9. Digitized features are shown over a composite hillshade view taken from
16 different angles draped on a color shaded DSMwith a resolution of 1 m/pixel. Contour interval is 25 cm. All visualizations created using high resolution
aerial LiDAR.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890.g007
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Fig 8. Water Control features from the Forteleza Valley. A) Possible canals associated with site 955; B) Reservoir
from site 955. Digitized features are shown over a composite hillshade view taken from 16 different angles draped on a
color shaded DSMwith a resolution of 1 m/pixel. Contour interval is 25 cm. All visualizations created using high
resolution aerial LiDAR.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890.g008
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indicates clustering while a distribution that falls below the expected regression indicates dis-
persal. Importantly this analysis can determine over what scales in space clustering or disper-
sion may occur and has become an important multiscaler means of settlement analysis in
archaeology [122,126–129].
For our analysis we used a starting radius of 100 m that was increased in increments of 100
m up to a maximum distance of 4,000 m (40 distance bands) over 99 permutations (99 sets) to
generate a random comparative sample. For an MDSCA simulation in ARCGIS a preferred
size of 30 cases is necessary to ensure statistical significance. In our Valle de Forteleza sample
contains only 19 meaning it would be difficult to get a significant result though the overall pat-
terning is still meaningful.
The results of the MDSCA testing for the Valley sample confirms the nearest neighbor anal-
ysis in that at distances above 1,200 m the observed line clearly falls below the expected indicat-
ing a dispersed pattern of settlement (Fig 9). Given the small sample size however (>30 cases),
the observed line falls between the upper and lower confidence interval indicating a result that
is not statistically significant.
The data from the MDSCA does show some patterning between distances of 100–800 m
which can be illustrated by using buffers placed around site polygons that originate at site cen-
ters for specified distances (Fig 10). These zones can serve as a rough measure of potential
resource zones available to each settlement. Informed by the results of the MDSCA analysis we
created buffers at intervals of 200, 400, and 800 meters in ESRI ARCGIS. Given the steep
topography of the Valley overlap at the 400 m interval is clearly shown for most sites while at
the 800 m interval significant overlap is shown. Thus some site patterning may be present, or
was potentially developing, at the sub-regional scale prior to Valley abandonment. But the
results from both point pattern tests conducted indicate a dispersed pattern of settlement loca-
tion in which polities are maximizing available resource zones within a constrained regional
pattern, like similar societies in Central and South America [130–135]
In terms of site location it has generally been thought for the Mosquitia region that settle-
ment patterning during the Prehispanic period was riverine based given the rough topography
and heavy modern vegetation and the resulting high overland travel times. The assumption
that settlement location was largely determined by proximity to water course can be examined
for the Forteleza settlements by conducting a Stream Order analysis in ARCGIS and comparing
the distance to a high order stream segment to site locations. Following the methodology out-
lined in Tarboton [136] using the Stream Order Tool in ARCGIS we assigned a numeric order
to all links in the stream network for the Forteleza DSM using the Strahler method [137,138].
This resulted in a stream network that ranged from 1–8. By combining the highest order
streams together into a single shapefile (orders 6–8) we were able to calculate the near distance
of the center of a polygon drawn around each digitized site to the nearest leg of a high-order
stream.
Only six sites out of 19, accounting for 31% of the total number of Forteleza settlements, are
located within 144 m of a high order stream. In contrast 47% of Valley settlements are located
between 916–1,302 m of a high order stream segment while 11% are located over 1,559 m
(Fig 11). This can be seen visually by overlaying the site buffers visualized in Fig 11 over the
Table 2. Results of the nearest neighbor analysis. For all tests n = 19.
Mean distance (m) Expected distance (m) Z score R ratio p value
All settlements 838.6 584.8 3.61 1.43 0.000297
W/out Jaguar 818.5 600.9 2.93 1.36 0.003284
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890.t002
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high order stream network (Fig 12). Thus over half of the Valley settlements are located over
900 m from a first order stream segment on upland areas.
We feel instead that site location within the Valley seems to be highly correlated with areas
of low slope on the flatter Valley bottom. Though we lack soil or other data we feel it is a fair
assumption that these areas are associated with richer sections of floodplain and piedmont
soils. A visual assessment of a slope map generated using the ESRI ARCGIS slope tool with site
location shows that flatter sections are preferred though this should be no surprise. We cur-
rently lack soil and other data that will likely show other associations with future work.
The distribution of site sizes within a region has long been demonstrated to be a measure of
socio-political organization for Prehistoric societies [112,139–144]. Here we examined the
hierarchy of settlements within the valley by using histograms of site sizes coupled with a rank-
size analysis. Using our LiDAR analysis we are able to only measure sites with mounded archi-
tecture and so it is likely that a smaller class of sites, composed of several houses or house
groupings, cannot be discerned in our analysis. Through a visual examination of site sizes
using a histogram we identified three rough clusters (Fig 13A and 13B).
Fig 9. Ripley’sK/ Multi-distance spatial cluster analysis (MDSCA) for the 19 Prehistoric settlements identified in the Valle de Forteleza
sample. The black ‘expected’ line shows the result of a simulated random distribution while the upper and lower dotted lines represent a 95%
confidence interval. The red line shows the observed distribution for the Forteleza sample which shows increasing dispersion over distances of 1200
m.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890.g009
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Fig 10. Buffers at 200, 400, and 800m placed around the Fortelaza sites. Underlay is the sum of hillshades representing 16
cardinal points placed over a transparent DSM.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890.g010
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First, a group of settlements below 1 ha in size likely representing small hamlets composed
of several households centered around plazas and one or more mounds (see Fig 4 for exam-
ples). Together this grouping comprises over 72% of the total number of settlements (19) iden-
tified in this analysis. A second cluster represents just three settlements over 5 ha in size likely
representing villages and characterized by house foundations and public architecture such as
plazas, large mounds, and other features. This middle tier is represented by clusters of architec-
ture with core areas that are up to 8 ha in size. One example is site 898 located at the mid-point
of the valley at the junction of several small streams (Fig 14). The core of 898 is roughly 6.5 ha
in size and composed of a central Type A plaza group. Two additional groups to the north and
south include smaller flanking mounds with large gaps on the perimeter. At the center of the
main plaza are two parallel mounds that bear some of the hallmarks of a Mesoamerican-style
ballcourt [145], similar to others documented for the Mosquitia [146].
A second larger example is the site of 328 with a core area of 7.4 ha in size (Fig 15), and com-
posed of three plaza groups, built into a natural bowl on an area of low bluffs. The upland
placement, away from major drainages, is consistent with several other sites in the sample. The
center of the site is dominated by a Type A patio complex with a second smaller and less
Fig 11. Histogram of the near distance from a high order stream segment to the center of a Forteleza settlement. Calculated using the near
function in ESRI ARCGIS couple with a stream order analysis.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890.g011
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Fig 12. Buffers place around the Fortelaza settlements overlain on a visualization of the high order stream segments for
the Valley. Blue line denotes the edge of the watershed.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890.g012
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Fig 13. Core site areas in ha for the 19 settlements identified in the Valle de la Fortaleza. A) line plot of all sites showing size in ha;
B) Histogram of site sizes.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890.g013
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complete grouping attached on the west side with a third small Type A complex present on the
western edge of the site.
A third and final group is comprised of the single site of Jaguar which is more than three
times the size of the other sites within the Valley with a core area of 142 ha. The final settlement
tier is represented by the Jaguar site (955), spread out for roughly 2 km along a series of bluffs
that overlook the east/west drainage of the valley (Figs 6, 7 and 16–19) (S1 Movie). Running
parallel to the stream is a jagged mountain range that divides the valley and provides an
impressive backdrop to the settlement. With a monumental core of 1.42 km2 and an overall
size that exceeds 3 km2, site 955 is significantly larger than the other sites within the valley and
importantly, those known for the Mosquitia region.
Jaguar is composed of roughly ten plaza complexes averaging 50 meters on a side, arrayed
sequentially along the bluff in two main clusters. Each complex faces the stream with a series of
habitation terraces leading down to the active floodplain with smaller architecture composed
of mounds, building foundations, wide terraces, and other features consistent with a residential
Fig 14. The central portion of site 898.Digitized features are shown over a composite hillshade view taken from 16 different angles draped on a color
shaded DSMwith a resolution of 1 m/pixel. Contour interval is 25 cm. All visualizations created using high resolution aerial LiDAR.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890.g014
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occupation, on and around them. Behind each group are more residential and agricultural ter-
races depending on the steepness of the slope. The tops of the mounds immediately adjacent to
the plazas are topped with large building foundations that likely represent temples or elite resi-
dences. The centers of the larger plaza groups contain the remains of one or more small struc-
tures that likely represent traditional-style altars.
At Jaguar the first cluster is located at the northwest sector of the city overlooking the adja-
cent floodplain which also yields evidence for occupation (Fig 16). The main portion of this
zone is composed of several Type A patio groups with the space between the clusters occupied
by roads and paths that lead back to residential terraces that give way to steep mountain slopes.
The western edge of this portion of the site is dominated by a large earthen mound or pyramid
with several small patios, enclosed on three sides, at the base. The eastern side of this feature
(the side facing the plaza groups), shows evidence for a ramp or a staircase that leads to three
small platforms at the summit of the mound with the foundations of several buildings on each.
During ground survey of the area, a cache of cultural material was discovered on the surface
of one of the patios at the base of the possible staircase (Fig 17). The deposit includes numerous
ground stone objects partially visible on the surface that can attributed to the Early Cocal
Phase (A.D. 1000–1400) based on stylistic similarities to adjacent regions [45,61,63,64,147].
These include several stone bowls with effigies of a were-Jaguar, vultures, and other spirit ani-
mals, along with large grinding stones or seats with tripod bases known asmetates. Though
Fig 15. The main portion of site 328.Digitized features are shown over a composite hillshade view taken from 16 different angles draped on a color
shaded DSMwith a resolution of 1 m/pixel. Contour interval is 25 cm. All visualizations created using high resolution aerial LiDAR.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890.g015
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similar caches of objects have been noted in the region such as at Layasangi [148] and at Los
Metates [66], the undisturbed nature of this cache is unique.
This deposit certainly represents a set of elite cultural items that were intentionally depos-
ited in an important location of the ancient city. It is possible that they represent external sym-
bols of power adopted by local elites as they were incorporated into the broader Cocal cultural
sphere after the breakdown of the Classic Maya system [47,149,150]. They may also signal a
period of greater connectivity for this region linked to the coast as was common during the
Postclassic [45,151]. It is also possible that local populations during the Cocal period may have
made many innovations on their own to create a similar but unique cultural style [152].
Around several of the plaza groups at site 955 stone altars were documented, represented by
large flat slabs of rock, possibly shaped, and supported by three or more white quartz rounded
boulders. These features have been identified elsewhere in the region though their function
remains unknown [66,98,148]. At Jaguar the context is unique in that these features completely
encircle the outer edge of major plazas at regular intervals suggesting a purposeful architectural
Fig 16. Eastern most section (A) of site 955 (la Ciudad del Jaguar)within the Valle de la Fortaleza (T1). Location of section at the site and a legend
are shown in Fig 6. Digitized features are shown over a composite hillshade view taken from 16 different angles draped on a color shaded DSMwith a
resolution of 1 m/pixel. Contour interval is 25 cm. All visualizations created using high resolution aerial LiDAR.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890.g016
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function. The inner area of the plaza wall is also stepped so that the altars form the uppermost
edge of the stepped interior of the plaza.
A second architectural grouping at the rough center of the Jaguar site is composed of two
Type B plaza groups that are stacked above one another so the first occurs on the uppermost
floodplain while the second is located on bluffs roughly 30 m above (Fig 18). At the top of each
mound, the foundations for a single large rectilinear building were visible with possible stairs
leading into the center of the plaza. These features formed the core of this central architectural
cluster with smaller plazas and mound groups visible on the outer edges.
The Jaguar site lacks distinct boundaries or edges with mounded architecture and other cul-
tural features extending away from the river systems into the adjacent uplands in an extensive
fashion. Fig 19 shows one of these disconnected architectural groupings at the extreme eastern
edge of the site. Though clearly connected to the central area of occupation shown in Fig 14
this plaza group also occupies a unique and private setting.
The overall topographical setting of 955 is similar in some ways to the Transitional Selin–Cocal
phase site of La Floresta documented by Strong (1934). Like Jaguar, the main portion of La Flor-
esta is located on bluffs overlooking the Conquirre River while the other side of the site is backed
up against a steep slope. At La Floresta, however, the settlement is much smaller and is composed
of a single Type A patio group, possible altars in the center, and smaller related mounds. Jaguar is
significantly larger and more complex, though the similarities are intriguing (Fig 20).
Fig 17. Eastern ‘cache’ location (B) at site 955 (la Ciudad del Jaguar)within the Valle de la Fortaleza (T1). Location of section at the site and a
legend are shown in Fig 6. Digitized features are shown over a composite hillshade view taken from 16 different angles draped on a color shaded DSM
with a resolution of 1 m/pixel. Contour interval is 25 cm. All visualizations created using high resolution aerial LiDAR.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890.g017
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Based on the size, spatial complexity, large-scale environmental manipulation, and land-
scape placement, we believe that site 955 is best characterized as a city [153–156]. Here we fol-
low the broad definition outlined by Trigger [157] and also M.E. Smith [155] who view a city
as the venue for specialized activities that impact a wide hinterland. Though the ultimate reso-
lution of this designation must await excavation and long-term intensive investigation we rely
on several lines of evidence in the interim. First the altars, overall scale of the plazas, presence
of the earthen pyramid at the center of the site, and other unique features of the plaza com-
plexes suggest specialized ritual functions that are not present at other sites within the Valley,
or perhaps even the region. Next, we see evidence for social differentiation in the size and
placement of building foundations, especially differences in those on platform mounds at the
edges of plazas, and those on the surrounding terraces. We also see functional differences
between and within plaza complexes that we feel imply spatial distinction. Some of these could
be considered sub-divisions within the settlement structure similar to neighborhoods (Smith
Fig 18. Central occupation area (D) at site 955 (la Ciudad del Jaguar)within the Valle de la Fortaleza (T1). Location of section at the site and a
legend are shown in Fig 9. Digitized features are shown over a composite hillshade view taken from 16 different angles draped on a color shaded DSM
with a resolution of 1 m/pixel. Contour interval is 25 cm. All visualizations created using high resolution aerial LiDAR.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890.g018
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2010). Also the scale of the built environment in terms of water control, terracing, and connec-
tive features belies landscape management and organization at a large scale. We understand
this claim may be controversial but feel that future research will provide additional evidence to
bolster our assertion.
The number of levels in a regional site hierarchy is an important measure of the scale and
centralization of a polity. It is generally recognized that a two-tiered arrangement is indicative
of a chiefdom level of organization while three or more tiers is generally associated with a State
[139,158–160]. The hierarchial arrangement of Forteleza settlements is nominally two-tiered
with the City of the Jaguar forming a third tier as a primate center. Given the small size of the
Valley settlements and the lack of spatial integration as demonstrated by the point pattern
analysis we do not feel a State-level society is indicated. Instead it seems likely that two distinct
settlement systems are superimposed over one another represented by a two-tiered internally
generated Valley system and a second, externally generated, system that promoted the Jaguar
site as an extra-regional center. The two tiered system would be similar to others that have
been documented for adjacent areas of Central America [150,161–163]
This can be shown by performing a rank-size analysis on the Valley settlement system.
Rank size has long been used as a method of exploring settlement hierarchies in archaeology
[113,139–141] following the idea that the population of a settlement should be inversely related
to its rank in a regional hierarchy [164]. When plotted on a logarithmic scale the resulting plot
yields a straight line from upper left to lower right and known as ‘log-normal’ [140,141].
Fig 19. Easternmost edge of the settlement (E) at site 955 (la Ciudad del Jaguar)within the Valle de la
Fortaleza (T1). Location of section at the site and a legend are shown in Fig 9. Digitized features are shown over a
composite hillshade view taken from 16 different angles draped on a color shaded DSMwith a resolution of 1 m/pixel.
Contour interval is 25 cm. All visualizations created using high resolution aerial LiDAR.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890.g019
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Fig 20. Artist’s reconstruction of one portion of site 955, la Ciudad del Jaguar, based on field-checked LiDAR data. View
is looking roughly west and depicting site sections shown in Figs 10 and 11. Courtesy of Gregory A. Harlin/National Geographic
Creative.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890.g020
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Deviations from a straight pattern can be described by shape and are associated with different
modes of hierarchial organization [164].Our analysis was performed using the RankSize simu-
lation program version 3.2 [165]
Our analysis yields a two tailed primo-convex pattern with a K value of .895 indicating a sig-
nificant deviation from the rank-size rule [113,140,141] (Fig 21). This type of distribution com-
monly occurs when an external polity, represented by a large site in the upper part of the curve,
imposes control over a network of less integrated smaller sites, appearing as the lower part of
the distribution [142,144,166]. Interestingly, when Jaguar is removed from the analysis, a dou-
ble convex curve is formed with a K value of .278 indicating a more integrated distribution that
is similar to prehistoric Europe in which a localized settlement hierarchy was not incorporated
into broader systems of settlement [167]. This situation is similar to others in which a primate
pattern has evolved from something other than the development of social complexity [168].
We envision three historical trajectories that could have resulted in the distinct primo-convex
settlement distribution. First, it has been well documented that during the Mesoamerican
Fig 21. Plot of Rank-size analysis of valley sites with the city included (black) showing a primo-convex pattern, and the city excluded (gray),
showing a double or two tailed pattern.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890.g021
Prehistoric Settlement Patterns Mosquitia, Honduras
PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890 August 25, 2016 28 / 37
Terminal Classic, population shifts resulted in migration and the reorganization or formation of
polities and settlements [39–43]; cf. [169]). Thus, some of the population increase documented
for the region during the Cocal period could have resulted in the formation of Jaguar [66].
A second alternative focuses on a late extension of influence by one of the coastal region
‘super chiefdoms.’ The formation of Jaguar could represent a late extension of control by chief-
doms documented by the Spanish which include Taguzgalpa, Naco, Chapagua, and Papayeca
[45–47]. None of these chiefdoms has been confirmed at a known archaeological site, so this
explanation remains to be tested.
A third possibility relates to a process of synoikism, as has been documented for other areas
of Mesoamerica [170–173]. The topography of the valley served as a defendable, fortified loca-
tion and if there were expansionist polities during the Cocal phase, then Jaguar could represent
a place of unification to better resist coastal incursion. Alternatively, this same process could
have occurred as indigenous populations sought places of refuge from European Conquest.
These results are hypothetical and contingent on a fuller understanding of the chronological
sequence of settlement awaiting systematic excavation and dating. Stylistically, however, the
artifacts found on the surface of 955 date to the Early Cocal phase and so, by extension, does
the architectural patterning at the site. This dates the Fortaleza settlements to the centuries pre-
ceding European contact during the Postclassic period. The degree of landscape modification
and the overall settlement density, however, certainly hint at a valley occupation that has
greater time depth.
Conclusions
Conducting regional-scale archaeological research in tropical regions has long been a daunting
and often impossible task. Here, we have been able to document the complete pattern of settle-
ment for a critical river valley in a scientifically unexplored region. Our work clearly shows that
though today the area is a tropical wilderness, in the past it was a dense mosaic of human settle-
ments embedded within an engineered environment. The fundamental settlement unit within
this system was a large plaza group with historical antecedents that are distinct from other
Mosquitia region occupations. Our data also show evidence for a strong connection and per-
haps rotational control at one time by coastal peoples connected by circum-Caribbean groups.
Indeed, it may be that late in the prehistoric sequence, this critical area in the headwaters region
of the Río Pao formed a strategic zone of control for the late Taguzgalpa polity. It is also possi-
ble that the settlement of this region is tied to the societal perturbations associated with the
European Conquest of the Americas.
Supporting Information
S1 Movie. Animation of the central area of the City of the Jaguar (Site 955).Major mounds
are digitized in red. Vegetation represents a color-shaded version of the point cloud data.
Underlying color shaded DSM has a resolution of 1 m/pixel.
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S1 Supporting Information. Settlement maps for the 19 sites identified in this research.
Each map shows digitized archaeological and topographical features. Digitized features are
shown over a composite hillshade view taken from 16 different angles draped on a color shaded
DSM with a resolution of 1 m/pixel. Contour interval is 25 cm. All visualizations created using
high resolution aerial LiDAR.
(PDF)
Prehistoric Settlement Patterns Mosquitia, Honduras
PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890 August 25, 2016 29 / 37
Acknowledgments
We thank the Instituto Hondureño de Antropología e Historia and the Honduran government
for permits and assistance. We would also like to thank Steve Elkins, Bill Benenson, and others
from the UTL Foundation. We also thank the National Geographic Society, TAFFS TV, and
the Honduran Special Forces for their support.
Author Contributions
Conceived and designed the experiments: CTF JCFD ASC AMG.
Performed the experiments: CTF JCFD ASC ONC AMG.
Analyzed the data: CTF JCFD ASC ONC AMG SJL RSWC FP.
Wrote the paper: CTF JCFD ASC AMG.
References
1. Heckenberger MJ, Russell JC, Fausto C, Toney JR, Schmidt MJ, Pereira E, et al. Pre-Columbian
Urbanism, Anthropogenic Landscapes, and the Future of the Amazon. Science. 2008; 321: 1214–
1217. doi: 10.1126/science.1159769
2. McKey D, Rostain S, Iriarte J, Glaser B, Birk JJ, Holst I, et al. Pre-Columbian agricultural landscapes,
ecosystem engineers, and self-organized patchiness in Amazonia. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2010;
107: 7823–7828. doi: 10.1073/pnas.0908925107 PMID: 20385814
3. Stahl PW. Archaeology in the Lowland American Tropics: Current Analytical Methods and Applica-
tions. Cambridge University Press; 1995.
4. Bush MB, McMichael CH, Piperno DR, Silman MR, Barlow J, Peres CA, et al. Anthropogenic influ-
ence on Amazonian forests in pre-history: An ecological perspective. J Biogeogr. 2015; 42: 2277–
2288. doi: 10.1111/jbi.12638
5. Clement CR, DenevanWM, Heckenberger MJ, Junqueira AB, Neves EG, Teixeira WG, et al.
Response to comment by McMichael, Piperno and Bush. Proc R Soc B-Biol Sci. 2015; 282:
20152459. doi: 10.1098/rspb.2015.2459
6. Piperno DR, McMichael C, Bush MB. Amazonia and the Anthropocene: What was the spatial extent
and intensity of human landscapemodification in the Amazon Basin at the end of prehistory? The
Holocene. 2015; 25: 1588–1597. doi: 10.1177/0959683615588374
7. Fisher CT, Feinman GM. Introduction to “landscapes over time.” Am Anthropol. 2005; 107: 62–69.
doi: 10.1525/aa.2005.107.1.062
8. Fisher CT, Hill JB, Feinman GM. The Archaeology of Environmental Change: Socionatural Legacies
of Degradation and Resilience. University of Arizona Press; 2009.
9. RuddimanWF. The Anthropocene. Jeanloz R, editor. Annu Rev Earth Planet Sci Vol 41. 2013; 41:
45–68. doi: 10.1146/annurev-earth-050212-123944
10. RuddimanWF, Ellis EC, Kaplan JO, Fuller DQ. Defining the epoch we live in. Science. 2015; 348: 38–
39. doi: 10.1126/science.aaa7297 PMID: 25838365
11. Roosevelt AC. The Amazon and the Anthropocene: 13,000 years of human influence in a tropical rain-
forest. Anthropocene. 2013; 4: 69–87. doi: 10.1016/j.ancene.2014.05.001
12. Waters CN, Zalasiewicz J, Summerhayes C, Barnosky AD, Poirier C, Galuszka A, et al. The Anthro-
pocene is functionally and stratigraphically distinct from the Holocene. Science. 2016; 351: 137–+.
doi: 10.1126/science.aad2622
13. HeadMJ, Gibbard PL. Formal subdivision of the Quaternary System/Period: Past, present, and future.
Quat Int. 2015; 383: 4–35. doi: 10.1016/j.quaint.2015.06.039
14. Laparidou S, Ramsey MN, Rosen AM. Introduction to the Special Issue "The Anthropocene in the
Longue Duree’. Holocene. 2015; 25: 1537–1538. doi: 10.1177/0959683615594472
15. Baker DJ, Hartley AJ, Butchart SHM, Willis SG. Choice of baseline climate data impacts projected
species’ responses to climate change. Glob Change Biol. 2016; 22: 2392–2404. doi: 10.1111/gcb.
13273
16. Balkansky AK. Surveys and Mesoamerican Archaeology: The Emerging Macroregional Paradigm. J
Archaeol Res. 2006; 14: 53–95. doi: 10.1007/s10814-005-9001-0
Prehistoric Settlement Patterns Mosquitia, Honduras
PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890 August 25, 2016 30 / 37
17. Billman BR, Feinman GM, editors. Settlement Pattern Studies in the Americas: Fifty Years Since
Virau: Fifty Years Since Viru. Washington D.C.: Smithsonian Institution Scholarly Press; 1999.
18. Fish SK, Kowalewski S. The Archaeology of regions: a case for full-coverage survey. Washington D.
C.: Smithsonian Institution Press; 1990.
19. Kantner J. The Archaeology of Regions: From Discrete Analytical Toolkit to Ubiquitous Spatial Per-
spective. J Archaeol Res. 2008; 16: 37–81. doi: 10.1007/s10814-007-9017-8
20. Kowalewski SA. Regional settlement pattern studies. J Archaeol Res. 2008; 16: 225–285. doi: 10.
1007/s10814-008-9020-8
21. Markofsky S. When Survey Goes East: Field Survey Methodologies and Analytical Frameworks in a
Central Asian Context. J Archaeol Method Theory. 2014; 21: 697–723. doi: 10.1007/s10816-013-
9172-9
22. Lawrence D, Philip G, Hunt H, Snape-Kennedy L, Wilkinson TJ. Long Term Population, City Size and
Climate Trends in the Fertile Crescent: A First Approximation. Plos One. 2016; 11: e0152563. doi: 10.
1371/journal.pone.0152563 PMID: 27018998
23. Chase AF, Lucero LJ, Scarborough VL, Chase DZ, Cobos R, Dunning NP, et al. 2 Tropical Land-
scapes and the Ancient Maya: Diversity in Time and Space. Archeol Pap Am Anthropol Assoc. 2014;
24: 11–29. doi: 10.1111/apaa.12026
24. Evans D, Fletcher R. The landscape of Angkor Wat redefined. Antiquity. 2015; 89: 1402–1419.
25. Covey RA, Bauer BS, Belisle V, Tsesmeli L. Regional perspectives on Wari state influence in Cusco,
Peru (c. AD 600–1000). J Anthropol Archaeol. 2013; 32: 538–552. doi: 10.1016/j.jaa.2013.09.001
26. Menze BH, Ur JA. Mapping patterns of long-term settlement in Northern Mesopotamia at a large
scale. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2012; 109: E778–E787. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1115472109 PMID:
22431607
27. Wernke SA. Settlement, Agriculture, and Pastoralism During the Formative Period in the Colca Valley,
Peru. Chungara-Rev Antropol Chil. 2011; 43: 203–220. doi: 10.4067/S0717-73562011000200004
28. Smith BD. Mississippian Settlement Patterns: Studies in Archeology. Academic Press; 2014.
29. Ebert JI. Distributional Archaeology. University of NewMexico Press; 1992.
30. Rossignol J, Wandsnider L. Space, Time, and Archaeological Landscapes. Springer Science & Busi-
ness Media; 2013.
31. Wilkinson TJ. Archaeological Landscapes of the Near East (2003) [Internet]. Available: http://archive.
org/details/ArchaeologicalLandscapesOfTheNearEast2003
32. Walker JH. Recent Landscape Archaeology in South America. J Archaeol Res. 2012; 20: 309–355.
doi: 10.1007/s10814-012-9057-6
33. Carter WE, Shrestha RL, Fisher C, Leisz S. Geodetic imaging: A new tool for Mesoamerican archaeol-
ogy. Eos Trans AmGeophys Union. 2012; 93: 413–415. doi: 10.1029/2012EO420002
34. Carter WE, Glennie CL, Shrestha RL. Geodetic Imaging by Airborne LiDAR: A Golden Age in Geod-
esy–A Bonanza for Related Sciences. Berlin Heidelberg: Springer; 2015. pp. 1–7. Available: http://
link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/1345_2015_121
35. Fernandez-Diaz JC, Carter WE, Shrestha RL, Glennie CL. Now You See It. . . Now You Don’t: Under-
standing Airborne Mapping LiDAR Collection and Data Product Generation for Archaeological
Research in Mesoamerica. Remote Sens. 2014; 6: 9951–10001. doi: 10.3390/rs6109951
36. Fernandez-Diaz JC, Carter WE, Shrestha RL, Leisz SJ, Fisher CT, Gonzalez AM, et al. Archaeolog-
ical prospection of north Eastern Honduras with airborne mapping LiDAR. IEEE; 2014. pp. 902–905.
doi: 10.1109/IGARSS.2014.6946571
37. Pownall T. Observations arising from an Enquiry into the Nature of the Vases found on the Mosquito
Shore in South America. Archaeologia. 1779; 5.
38. Rogers C. XII. An account of certain earthen Masks from the Musquito Shore. By Charles Rogers,
Esq. In a Letter to the President. Archaeologia. 1782; 6: 107–109. doi: 10.1017/S0261340900020129
39. Cucina A. Archaeology and Bioarchaeology of Population Movement among the Prehispanic Maya.
NY: Springer; 2014.
40. Douglas PMJ, Pagani M, Canuto MA, Brenner M, Hodell DA, Eglinton TI, et al. Drought, agricultural
adaptation, and sociopolitical collapse in the Maya Lowlands. Proc Natl Acad Sci. 2015; 112: 5607–
5612. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1419133112 PMID: 25902508
41. Kennett DJ, Breitenbach SFM, Aquino VV, Asmerom Y, Awe J, Baldini JUL, et al. Development and
Disintegration of Maya Political Systems in Response to Climate Change. Science. 2012; 338: 788–
791. doi: 10.1126/science.1226299 PMID: 23139330
Prehistoric Settlement Patterns Mosquitia, Honduras
PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890 August 25, 2016 31 / 37
42. Masson MA. Maya collapse cycles. Proc Natl Acad Sci. 2012; 109: 18237–18238. doi: 10.1073/pnas.
1213638109 PMID: 22992650
43. Turner BL, Sabloff JA. Classic Period collapse of the Central Maya Lowlands: Insights about human–
environment relationships for sustainability. Proc Natl Acad Sci. 2012; 109: 13908–13914. doi: 10.
1073/pnas.1210106109 PMID: 22912403
44. Añoveros JMG. Presencia franciscana en la Taguzgalpa y la Tologalpa (la Mosquitia). Mesoamérica.
1988; 9: 47–78.
45. Cuddy TW. Political Identity and Archaeology in Northeast Honduras. Boulder: University Press of
Colorado; 2007.
46. DavidsonW. Geographical perspectives on Spanish-Pech (Paya) Indian relationships, in sixteenth-
century Northeast Honduras. In: Hurst Thomas D, editor. The Spanish borderlands in Pan-American
perspective. Washington D.C.: Smithsonian Institution Press; 1991. pp. 205–226.
47. Healy P. The Archaeology of Honduras. In: Lange F, Stone D, editors. The Archaeology of Lower
Central America. Albuquerque: University of NewMexico Press; 1984. pp. 113–164.
48. La Bastille A. Wildland Conservation in Central America. Instituto Interamericano de Ciencias Agrico-
las, Costa Rica; 1978.
49. Hanson P, Florez E. HONDURAS TROPICAL FOREST AND BIODIVERSITY ASSESSMENT.
Washington D.C.: USAID-Honduras Report; 2008.
50. Herlihy P. Indigenous Peoples and Biosphere Conservation in the Mosquitia Rain Forest Corridor
Honduras. In: Stevens S, Dean TD, editors. Conservation Through Cultural Survival: Indigenous Peo-
ples and Protected Areas. Washington, D.C.: Island Press; 1997. pp. 99–133.
51. Houseal B, MacFarland C, Guillermo A, Aurelio C. Indigenous Cultures and Protected Areas in Cen-
tral America. Cult Surviv. 1985; 9. Available: http://www.culturalsurvival.org/ourpublications/csq/
article/indigenous-cultures-and-protected-areas-central-america
52. Lange F. W. and D S eds. The Archaeology of Lower Central America. Albuquerque: Univ of New
Mexico Press; 1984.
53. West R, Augelli JP. Middle America. Its Lands and Peoples. Englewood Cliffs, N.J.: Prentice-Hall;
1966.
54. Wantzen KM, Yule CM, Tockner K, JunkWJ. RiparianWetlands of Tropical Streams. In: Dudgeon D,
editor. Tropical Stream Ecology. Waltham, MA: Academic Press; 2011. pp. 199–217.
55. Almendares J, Sierra M, Epstein PR, Anderson PK. Critical regions, a profile of Honduras. The Lan-
cet. 1993; 342: 1400–1402. doi: 10.1016/0140-6736(93)92758-L
56. Bonta M. Seven Names for the Bellbird: Conservation Geography in Honduras. College Station:
Texas A&M University Press; 2003.
57. Estrada A, Garber PA, Pavelka MSM, Luecke L. Overview of the Mesoamerican Primate Fauna, Pri-
mate Studies, and Conservation Concerns. In: Estrada A, Garber PA, Pavelka MSM, Luecke L, edi-
tors. New Perspectives in the Study of Mesoamerican Primates. Springer US; 2006. pp. 1–22.
Available: http://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/0-387-25872-8_1
58. Gonthier DJ, Castañeda FE. Large-and medium-sized mammal survey using camera traps in the
Sikre River in the Río Plátano Biosphere Reserve, Honduras. Trop Conserv Sci. 2013; 6: 584–591.
59. Epstein JF. Late ceramic horizons in north-eastern Honduras. University of Pennsylvania. 1957.
60. Healy P. Northeast Honduras: A Precolumbian Frontier Zone. In: Lange FW, editor. Recent Develop-
ments in Isthmian Archaeology: Advances in the Prehistory of Lower Central America: Proceedings,
44 International Congress of Americanists, Manchester, 1982. Oxford: BAR International Series;
1984. pp. 227–241.
61. Healy P. Northeastern Honduras. Pottery of Prehistoric Honduras: Regional Classification and Analy-
sis. LA: Cotsen Institute of Archaeology Press, UCLA; 1993. pp. 294–213. Available: http://
escholarship.org/uc/item/75z9q032
62. Spinden HJ. The Population of Ancient America. Geogr Rev. 1928; 18: 641. doi: 10.2307/207952
63. Stone D. Archaeology of the North Coast of Honduras. Cambridge: Peabody Museum of Archaeol-
ogy and Ethnology; 1941.
64. StrongWD. Explorations and Field-Work of the Smithsonian Institution in 1933 [Internet]. Washington
D.C.: Smithsonian Institution; 1934. Available: http://library.si.edu/digital-library/book/
explorationsfiel193336smit
65. StrongWD. Handbook of South American Indians. In: Steward JH, editor. The Archeology of Hondu-
ras. Washington D.C.: Smithsonian Institution; 1948. pp. 71–120.
Prehistoric Settlement Patterns Mosquitia, Honduras
PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890 August 25, 2016 32 / 37
66. Begley C. Elite power strategies and external connections in ancient eastern Honduras [Internet]. Uni-
versity of Chicago. 1999. Available: http://www.worldcat.org/title/elite-power-strategies-and-external-
connections-in-ancient-eastern-hunduras/oclc/71717580?ht=edition&referer=di
67. Healy P. Excvations at Rio Claro, Northeast Honduras; Preliminary Report. J Field Archaeol. 1978; 5:
15–28.
68. Thompson VD, Arnold PJ, Pluckhahn TJ, Vanderwarker AM. Situating Remote Sensing in Anthropo-
logical Archaeology. Archaeol Prospect. 2011; 18: 195–213. doi: 10.1002/arp.400
69. Chase AF, Chase DZ, Fisher CT, Leisz SJ, Weishampel JF. Geospatial revolution and remote sens-
ing LiDAR in Mesoamerican archaeology. Proc Natl Acad Sci. 2012; 109: 12916–12921. doi: 10.
1073/pnas.1205198109 PMID: 22802623
70. Hritz C. Contributions of GIS and Satellite-based Remote Sensing to Landscape Archaeology in the
Middle East. J Archaeol Res. 2014; 22: 229–276. doi: 10.1007/s10814-013-9072-2
71. Carter WE, Shrestha RL, Fernandez-Diaz JC. Archaeology from the Air. Am Sci. 2016; 104: 28–35.
72. Chase AF, Chase DZ, Awe JJ, Weishampel JF, Iannone G, Moyes H, et al. Ancient Maya Regional
Settlement and Inter-Site Analysis: The 2013West-Central Belize LiDAR Survey. Remote Sens.
2014; 6: 8671–8695. doi: 10.3390/rs6098671
73. Chase AF, Chase DZ, Weishampel JF, Drake JB, Shrestha RL, Slatton KC, et al. Airborne LiDAR,
archaeology, and the ancient Maya landscape at Caracol, Belize. J Archaeol Sci. 2011; 38: 387–398.
doi: 10.1016/j.jas.2010.09.018
74. Fernandez-Diaz JC, Carter WE, Shrestha RL, Glennie CL. Now You See It. . . Now You Don’t: Under-
standing Airborne Mapping LiDAR Collection and Data Product Generation for Archaeological
Research in Mesoamerica. Remote Sens. 2014; 6: 9951–10001. doi: 10.3390/rs6109951
75. Fisher C, Leisz S. New Perspectives on Purepecha Urbansim through the Use of LiDAR at the Site of
Angamuco, Mexico. In: Comer DC, Harrower MJ, editors. Mapping Archaeological Landscapes from
Space. Springer Science & Business Media; 2013. pp. 199–213.
76. Fisher CT, Leisz S, Outlaw G. Lidar—a Valuable Tool Uncovers an Ancient City in Mexico. Photo-
gramm Eng Remote Sens. 2011; 77: 962–967.
77. Masini N, Lasaponara R. Airborne Lidar in Archaeology: Overview and a Case Study. In: Murgante B,
Misra S, Carlini M, Torre CM, Nguyen HQ, Taniar D, et al., editors. Computational Science and Its
Applications—Iccsa 2013, Pt Ii. Berlin: Springer-Verlag Berlin; 2013. pp. 663–676.
78. Prufer KM, Thompson AE, Kennett DJ. Evaluating airborne LiDAR for detecting settlements and modi-
fied landscapes in disturbed tropical environments at Uxbenka, Belize. J Archaeol Sci. 2015; 57: 1–
13. doi: 10.1016/j.jas.2015.02.013
79. Rosenswig RM, Lopez-Torrijos R, Antonelli CE. Lidar data and the Izapa polity: new results and meth-
odological issues from tropical Mesoamerica. Archaeol Anthropol Sci. 2015; 7: 487–504. doi: 10.
1007/s12520-014-0210-7
80. Rosenswig RM, Lopez-Torrijos R, Antonelli CE, Mendelsohn RR. Lidar mapping and surface survey
of the Izapa state on the tropical piedmont of Chiapas, Mexico. J Archaeol Sci. 2013; 40: 1493–1507.
doi: 10.1016/j.jas.2012.10.034
81. Asner GP, Powell GVN, Mascaro J, Knapp DE, Clark JK, Jacobson J, et al. High-resolution forest car-
bon stocks and emissions in the Amazon. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2010; 107: 16738–16742. doi:
10.1073/pnas.1004875107 PMID: 20823233
82. Glennie CL, Carter WE, Shrestha RL, Dietrich WE. Geodetic imaging with airborne LiDAR: the Earth’s
surface revealed. Rep Prog Phys. 2013; 76: 86801. doi: 10.1088/0034-4885/76/8/086801
83. Haddad DE, Akciz SO, Arrowsmith JR, Rhodes DD, Oldow JS, Zielke O, et al. Applications of airborne
and terrestrial laser scanning to paleoseismology. Geosphere. 2012; 8: 771–786. doi: 10.1130/
GES00701.1
84. Meigs A. Active tectonics and the LiDAR revolution. Lithosphere. 2013; 5: 226–229. doi: 10.1130/RF.
L004.1
85. Naesset E. Predicting forest stand characteristics with airborne scanning laser using a practical two-
stage procedure and field data. Remote Sens Environ. 2002; 80: 88–99.
86. Cherry J. Archaeology beyond the site: regional survey and its future. In: Papadopoulos JK, Leventhal
RM, UCLA CI of A at, editors. Theory and practice in Mediterranean archaeology: Old World and New
World perspectives. Cotsen Institute of Archaeology, University of California, Los Angeles; 2003. pp.
137–160.
87. Chase AF, Chase DZ, Fisher CT, Leisz SJ, Weishampel JF. Geospatial revolution and remote sens-
ing LiDAR in Mesoamerican archaeology. Proc Natl Acad Sci. 2012; 109: 12916–12921. doi: 10.
1073/pnas.1205198109 PMID: 22802623
Prehistoric Settlement Patterns Mosquitia, Honduras
PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890 August 25, 2016 33 / 37
88. Yakam-Simen F, Nezry E, Ewing J. A legendary lost city found in the Honduran tropical forest using
ERS-2 and JERS-1 SAR imagery. Geoscience and Remote Sensing Symposium, 1999 IGARSS ‘99
Proceedings IEEE 1999 International. 1999. pp. 2578–2580. doi: 10.1109/IGARSS.1999.771582
89. leisz SR. An Overview of the Application of Remote Sensing to Archaeology During the Twentieth
Century. In: Comer DC, Harrower MJ, editors. Mapping Archaeological Landscapes from Space.
New York, NY: Springer New York; 2013. Available: http://www.springerlink.com/index/10.1007/978-
1-4614-6074-9
90. Axelsson P. DEM generation from laser scanner data using adaptive TIN models. Int Arch Photo-
gramm Remote Sens XXXIII. 2000; 33.
91. Blanton RE. Houses and Households: A Comparative Study. Springer Science & Business Media;
2013.
92. Fisher CT, Leisz SJ. New Perspectives on Purépecha Urbanism Through the Use of LiDAR at the
Site of Angamuco, Mexico. In: Comer DC, Harrower MJ, editors. Mapping Archaeological Landscapes
from Space. NY: Springer; 2013. pp. 199–210. Available: http://www.springerlink.com/index/10.
1007/978-1-4614-6074-9_16
93. Fisher CT. Interim Report: Legados de la resiliencia: La Cuenca de Pátzcuaro Proyecto Arqueológico
(Proyecto LORE LPB) 2009. Mexico D.F.: Instituto Nacional de Antropología e Historia; 2010.
94. Fisher CT. Interim Report: Legados de la resiliencia: La Cuenca de Pátzcuaro Proyecto Arqueológico
(Proyecto LORE LPB) 2010. Mexico D.F.: Instituto Nacional de Antropología e Historia; 2011.
95. Fisher CT. Interim Report: Legados de la resiliencia: La Cuenca de Pátzcuaro Proyecto Arqueológico
(Proyecto LORE LPB) 2011. Mexico D.F.: Instituto Nacional de Antropología e Historia; 2012.
96. Bevan A, Wilson A. Models of settlement hierarchy based on partial evidence. J Archaeol Sci. 2013;
40: 2415–2427. doi: 10.1016/j.jas.2012.12.025
97. Collar A, Coward F, Brughmans T, Mills BJ. Networks in Archaeology: Phenomena, Abstraction,
Representation. J Archaeol Method Theory. 2015; 22: 1–32. doi: 10.1007/s10816-014-9235-6
98. Begley C. El classico tardio y el postclasico temprano en el oriente de Honduras. In: Laporte J,
Escobed H, Arroyo B, editors. XV Simposio de Investigaciones Arqueológicas en Guatemala, 2001.
Guatemala: Museo Nacional de Arqueología y Etnología; 2002. pp. 36–47. Available: http://www.
asociaciontikal.com/pdf/04-01%20-%20Begley%20-%20en%20PDF.pdf
99. Glass J. Archaeological Survey of Western Honduras. Handbook of Middle American Indians, Volume
13: Guide to Ethnohistorical Sources, Part Two. Austin: University of Texas Press; 1973. pp. 157–
179.
100. Lara-Pinto G, Hasemann G. Leyendas y arqueología: ¿cuántas ciudades blancas hay en la Mosqui-
tia? In: Murphy V, editor. La Reserva de la Biósfera del Río Plátano. Tegucigalpa: Ventanas Tropi-
cales; 1991. pp. 16–19.
101. DenevanWM. The “Pristine Myth” Revisited. Geogr Rev. 2011; 101: 576–591. doi: 10.1111/j.1931-
0846.2011.00118.x
102. Chase AF, Chase DZ. Scale and Intensity in Classic Period Maya Agriculture: Terracing and Settle-
ment at the “Garden City” of Caracol, Belize. Cult Agric. 1998; 20: 60–77. doi: 10.1525/cag.1998.20.2-
3.60
103. Donkin RA. Agricultural Terracing in the Aboriginal NewWorld. Tucson: University of Arizona Press;
1979.
104. Parsons JR, Parsons MH. Maguey Utilization in Highland Central Mexico: An Archaeological Ethnog-
raphy. Ann Arbor: Museum of Anthropology, University of Michigan; 1990.
105. Fisher C. The role of infield agriculture in Maya cities. J Anthropol Archaeol. 2014; 36: 196–210. doi:
10.1016/j.jaa.2014.10.001
106. Barthel S, Isendahl C. Urban gardens, agriculture, and water management: Sources of resilience for
long-term food security in cities. Ecol Econ. 2013; 86: 224–234. doi: 10.1016/j.ecolecon.2012.06.018
107. Isendahl C, Smith ME. Sustainable agrarian urbanism: The low-density cities of the Mayas and
Aztecs. Cities. 2013; 31: 132–143. doi: 10.1016/j.cities.2012.07.012
108. Isendahl C. Agro-urban landscapes: the example of Maya lowland cities. Antiquity. 2012; 86: 1112–
1125.
109. Cruz-Castillo ON. Introducción a la arqueología de la Honduras Prehispanica. Yaxkin. 2010; XXVI.
110. Scarborough VL, Dunning NP, Tankersley KB, Carr C, Weaver E, Grazioso L, et al. Water and sus-
tainable land use at the ancient tropical city of Tikal, Guatemala. Proc Natl Acad Sci. 2012; 109:
12408–12413. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1202881109 PMID: 22802627
111. FolanWJ, Gunn J, Eaton JD, Patch RW. Paleoclimatological Patterning in Southern Mesoamerica. J
Field Archaeol. 1983; 10: 453–468. doi: 10.2307/529468
Prehistoric Settlement Patterns Mosquitia, Honduras
PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890 August 25, 2016 34 / 37
112. Parsons JR. Archaeological Settlement Patterns. Annu Rev Anthropol. 1972; 1: 127–150.
113. Johnson G. Aspects of regional analysis in archaeology. Annu Rev Anthropol. 1977; 6: 479–508.
114. Plog F, Hill J. Explaining variability in the distribution of sites. In: Gumerman G, editor. The distribution
of prehistoric population aggregates. Prescott AZ: Prescott College Press; 1971. pp. 7–36.
115. Johnson G. A test of the utility of central place theory in archaeology. In: Ucko P, Tringham R, Dimbley
G, editors. Man, settlement, and urbanism. London: Duckworth; 1972. pp. 769–785.
116. Trigger B. Settlement archaeology: Its goals and promise. Am Antiq. 1967; 149–160.
117. Trigger B. The determinants of settlement patterns. In: Chang KC, editor. Settlement archaeology.
Palo Alto CA: National Press; 1968. pp. 53–78.
118. Hodder I, Orton C. Spatial Analysis in Archaeology. Cambridge University Press; 1979.
119. Ebdon D. Statistics in Geography: A Practical Approach—Revised with 17 Programs. Wiley; 1991.
120. Pinder D, Shimada I, Gregory D. The Nearest-Neighbor Statistic: Archaeological Application and New
Developments. Am Antiq. 1979; 44: 430–445. doi: 10.2307/279543
121. Voorrips A, O’Shea JM. Conditional Spatial Patterning: Beyond the Nearest Neighbor. Am Antiq.
1987; 52: 500–521. doi: 10.2307/281596
122. Bailey TC, Gatrell AC. Interactive spatial data analysis. Longman Scientific & Technical; 1995.
123. Bevan A, Conolly J. In: Lock G, Molyneaux B, editors. Confronting Scale in Archaeology: Issues of
Theory and Practice. Springer Science & Business Media; 2007. pp. 217–234.
124. Harrower MJ, D’Andrea AC. Landscapes of State Formation: Geospatial Analysis of Aksumite Settle-
ment Patterns (Ethiopia). Afr Archaeol Rev. 2014; 31: 513–541. doi: 10.1007/s10437-014-9165-4
125. Ripley BD. Tests of `Randomness’ for Spatial Point Patterns. J R Stat Soc Ser B Methodol. 1979; 41:
368–374.
126. Fotheringham AS, Rogerson PA. The SAGE Handbook of Spatial Analysis. SAGE; 2008.
127. Negre Perez J. Non_euclidean Distances in Point Pattern Analysis: Anistropic Measures for the
Study of Settlement Networks in Heterogeneous Regions. In: Barcelo JA, Bogdanovic I, editors. Math-
ematics and Archaeology. CRC Press; 2015. pp. 369–383.
128. Crema ER, Bevan A, Lake MW. A probabilistic framework for assessing spatio-temporal point pat-
terns in the archaeological record. J Archaeol Sci. 2010; 37: 1118–1130. doi: 10.1016/j.jas.2009.12.
012
129. Orton C. Point pattern analysis revisited. Archeol E Calcolatori. 15: 299–315.
130. Drennan RD, Peterson CE. Patterned variation in prehistoric chiefdoms. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A.
2006; 103: 3960–3967. doi: 10.1073/pnas.0510862103 PMID: 16473941
131. Peterson CE, Lu X, Zhu D, Drennan RD. Hongshan chiefly communities in Neolithic northeastern
China. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2010; 107: 5756–5761. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1000949107 PMID:
20224038
132. Drennan RD. Prehispanic Chiefdoms in the Valle De La Plata, Volume 5: Regional Settlement Pat-
terns. Center for C tive Arch; 1989.
133. Project CICAR. Settlement Patterns in the Chifeng Region. Center for Comparative Arch; 2011.
134. Gonzalez Fernandez V. Testing a Model of Site Location in the Alto Magdelana, Columbia. In: Gnecco
C, Langebaek C, editors. Against Typological Tyranny in Archaeology: A South American Perspec-
tive. Springer Science & Business Media; 2013. pp. 133–153.
135. Cuéllar AM. The Quijos Chiefdoms: Social Change and Agriculture in the Eastern Andes of Ecuador.
Center for Comparative Arch; 2009.
136. Tarboton DG, Bras RL, Rodriguez-Iturbe I. On the extraction of channel networks from digital eleva-
tion data. Hydrol Process. 1991; 5: 81–100. doi: 10.1002/hyp.3360050107
137. Strahlor AN. Hypsometric (area-altitude) analysis of erosional topology. Geol Soc Am Bull. 1952; 63:
1117–1142.
138. Horton RE. Erosional development of streams and their drainage basins: hydro-physical approach to
quantitative morphology. Geol Soc Am. 1945; 56: 275–370.
139. Johnson G. Rank-Size Convexity and System Integration—a View from Archaeology. Econ Geogr.
1980; 56: 234–247. doi: 10.2307/142715
140. Pearson C. Rank-Size Distributions and the Analysis of Prehistoric Settlement Systems. J Anthropol
Res. 1980; 36: 453–462.
141. Drennan RD, Peterson CE. Comparing archaeological settlement systems with rank-size graphs: a
measure of shape and statistical confidence. J Archaeol Sci. 2004; 31: 533–549. doi: 10.1016/j.jas.
2003.10.002
Prehistoric Settlement Patterns Mosquitia, Honduras
PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890 August 25, 2016 35 / 37
142. Falconer SE, Savage SH. Heartlands and Hinterlands: Alternative Trajectories of Early Urbanization
in Mesopotamia and the Southern Levant. Am Antiq. 1995; 60: 37–58. doi: 10.2307/282075
143. Fall PL, Falconer SE, Galletti CS, Shirmang T, Ridder E, Klinge J. Long-term agrarian landscapes in
the Troodos foothills, Cyprus. J Archaeol Sci. 2012; 39: 2335–2347. doi: 10.1016/j.jas.2012.02.010
144. Savage S. Assessing departures from log-normality in therank-size rule. J Archaeol Sci. 1997; 24:
233–244.
145. Taladoire E. The Architectural Background of the Pre-Hispanic Ballgame: An Evolutionary Perspec-
tive. In: Whittington M, editor. The Sport of Life and Death. London: Thames & Hudson; 2001. pp.
97–115. Available: https://themesoamericanballgame.wikispaces.com/file/view/Taladoire,+Eric.+The
+Architectural+BAckground+of+the+Pre-Hispanic+Ballgame-An+Evolutionary+Perspective.pdf
146. Cruz-Castillo ON, Jaurez R. Patron de Asentamiento en la Cuenca del Rio Cangrejal sus afluentes y
la Llanura Costera. Yaxkin. 2009; XXV.
147. Spinden HJ. The Chorotegan Culture Area. Proc 21st Int Congr Am. 1924; 529–545.
148. Cruz-Castillo ON. Informe de visita e inspección al sitio arqueológico de Río Twas Departamento de
Gracias a Dios. Instituto Hondureño de Antropología e Historia; 2009.
149. Luke C. Materiality and Sacred Landscapes: Ulúa Style Marble Vases in Honduras. Archeol Pap Am
Anthropol Assoc. 2011; 21: 114–129. doi: 10.1111/j.1551-8248.2012.01040.x
150. Schortman E, Urban P. Materializing Power Through Practice in the Late Postclassic Naco Valley,
Northwestern Honduras. Lat Am Antiq. 2014; 25: 344–369.
151. Bill C. Shifting Fortunes and Affiliation on the Edge of Ruin. In: Braswell GE, editor. The Maya and
Their Central American Neighbors: Settlement Patterns, Architecture, Hieroglyphic Texts and Ceram-
ics. London: Routledge; 2014. pp. 83–112.
152. Linares OF. What is Lower Central American Archaeology? Annu Rev Anthropol. 1979; 8: 21–43. doi:
10.1146/annurev.an.08.100179.000321
153. Johnson PS, Millett M. Archaeological Survey and the City [Internet]. Cambridge: Oxbow Books;
2013. Available: http://www.oxbowbooks.com/oxbow/archaeological-survey-and-the-city.html
154. Marcus J, Sabloff JA. The Ancient City: New Perspectives on Urbanism in the Old and NewWorld.
Santa FE: School for Advanced Research Press; 2008.
155. Smith ME. Form and Meaning in the Earliest Cities: A New Approach to Ancient Urban Planning. J
Plan Hist. 2007; 6: 3–47. doi: 10.1177/1538513206293713
156. Smith ML, editor. The Social Construction of Ancient Cities [Internet]. Washington D.C.: Smithsonian
Institution Press; 2003. Available: http://www.amazon.com/The-Social-Construction-Ancient-Cities/
dp/1588342913
157. Trigger B. Determinants of Urban Growth in Pre-Industrial Societies. Man, Settlement, and Urbanism.
Cambridge: Schenkman;
158. Feinman GM, Marcus J, Flannery KV, editors. The Ground Plans of Archaic States. Archaic States.
School of American Research Press; 1998. pp. 15–57.
159. Wright H, Johnson G. Population, Exchange, and Early State Formation in Southwestern Iran. Am
Anthropol. 1975; 77: 267–289. doi: 10.1525/aa.1975.77.2.02a00020
160. Banning EB. Archaeological Survey. Springer Science & Business Media; 2002.
161. Hoopes JW. The Emergence of Social Complexity in the ChibchanWorld of Southern Central Amer-
ica and Northern Colombia, AD 300–600. J Archaeol Res. 2005; 13: 1–47. doi: 10.1007/s10814-005-
0809-4
162. Joyce RA. Cerro Palenque: Power and Identity on the Maya Periphery. Austin: University of Texas
Press; 1991.
163. Niemel KS. Interregional Interaction and the Prehistoric Social Development of the Rivas Region,
Pacific Nicaragua by Karen S. Niemel. J World Anthropol. 2015; 2. Available: https://
thejournalofworldanthropology.wordpress.com/2015/04/01/interregional-interaction-and-the-
prehistoric-social-development-of-the-rivas-region-pacific-nicaragua-karen-s-niemel/
164. Zipf GK. Human behavior and the principle of least effort: an introduction to human ecology. Addison-
Wesley Press; 1949.
165. Savage SH. The RankSize Simulation Program, version 3.2. Available: http://gaia-lab.org/gaialab/
digitaldata/ranksize.php;
166. Thurston TL. Landscapes of Power, Landscapes of Conflict: State Formation in the South Scandina-
vian Iron Age. NY: Kluwer Academic/Plenum; 2001.
167. Fulminante F. The Urbanisation of Rome and Latium Vetus: From the Bronze Age to the Archaic Era.
Cambridge University Press; 2014.
Prehistoric Settlement Patterns Mosquitia, Honduras
PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890 August 25, 2016 36 / 37
168. Duffy PR. Site size hierarchy in middle-range societies. J Anthropol Archaeol. 2015; 37: 85–99. doi:
10.1016/j.jaa.2014.12.001
169. Hirth K. Beyond the Maya Frontier: Cultural Interaction and Syncretism Along the Central Hondural
Corridor. In: Boone EH, Willey GR, editors. The Southeast Classic Maya Zone: A Symposium at Dum-
barton Oaks, 6th and 7th October, 1984. Dumbarton Oaks; 1988. pp. 297–335.
170. Joyce AA. Theorizing urbanism in ancient Mesoamerica. Anc Mesoam. 2009; 20: 189–196. doi: 10.
1017/S0956536109990125
171. Marcus J, Flannery KV. Zapotec Civilization: How Urban Society Evolved in Mexico’s Oaxaca Valley.
New York: Thames and Hudson; 1996.
172. Rodriguez VP. Recent Advances in Mixtec Archaeology. J Archaeol Res. 2013; 21: 75–121. doi: 10.
1007/s10814-012-9060-y
173. Urunuela G, Guevara L, Plunket P, Salmeron AR. Cholula: Art and Architecture of an Archtypal City.
In: FashWL, Luján LL, editors. The Art of Urbanism: HowMesoamerican Kingdoms Represented
Themselves in Architecture and Imagery. Cambridge: Harvard University Press; 2009. pp. 135–172.
Prehistoric Settlement Patterns Mosquitia, Honduras
PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0159890 August 25, 2016 37 / 37
